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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Remarks 

1. Applicant's arguments and amendments filed on January 9, 2006 have been carefully 
considered but they are not deemed fully persuasive. The discussion of the amendment and 
claims follows. 

With reference to claim 1 , the applicant has amended the claim to include the phrase, 
"wherein the image data is transmitted in one or more headers of one or more of the plurality of 
packets of the ongoing packet transfer." 

The added limitation can be interpreted in many ways. One way to interpret the 
limitation is to consider the image data is inserted in a header whose protocol level is at 3 or 
lower. In such instance, the claim would no longer read on the prior art of record and, in most 
likelihood, based on additional searches the Office has conducted, the claim would not read on 
prior art of non-record. 

However, the limitation maybe also interpreted in another way. One may view "one or 
more headers of one or more of the plurality of packets" to mean that "headers" refer to headers 
of application level documents (e.g., headers of html). The application level headers would be 
assumed to be in the payload portion of the packets. 

The Office is under the obligation to raise all potential issues, and therefore, selects the 
second interpretation. 
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The applicant argues that the "image data" is in addition to said content, but Dan does not 
show the feature. This is addressed in the remainder of the Office action. 

Independent claims 1 1, 24, and 29 do not contain any amendments. Thus, substantively, 
they are rejected for the similar reasons as provided in the prior Office action, even though now 
the claim rejections have been tweaked to be place them under 35 U. S. C. 103. 

These claims have significant issues. 

The methods and apparatuses which the claims define are related to the concept of 
splicing some image data into on-going file/data transfer. The Office's problem with these 
claims is that, even if the claims were refined to overcome the primary reference currently cited, 
they would not be able to overcome other prior art of non-record. These prior art references 
belong to the following technological areas: 

(1) video splicing, for the purpose of presenting advertising, from the server side, into 
ongoing video content transfer. 

(2) encoding, in which a given image is embedded by padding the pixel bytes in other 
data being transmitted. For instance, suppose that one has 20 images. There are ways to reserve 
1 byte per pixel and encode additional data into the reserved pixels, such that after 20 pages have 
been transmitted, another (hidden) image has been transmitted at the same time. This concept is, 
of course, related to encoding, encryption and security. 
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New claims 35-37 appear to rehash the limitations of claims 1 1, 24, and 29 and their 
dependent claims. 

Overall, even if claims 1 1, 24, 29, and the new claims 35-38 were made much more 
precise, by the virtue of inserting limitations that elaborate what "ongoing transfer" refers to, and 
thus overcomes the cited rejection, they would still need to overcome other references from the 
above-mentioned two technological arts. At the moment, the Office does not see how that can 
come about, unless more specific limitations that describe a technique for splicing data (in the 
manner similar to claim 1 has, but without any ambiguity) are incorporated into those claims. 

The Office acknowledges the cancellation of claims 2, 16, and 17. 

Overcoming Prior Art 

2. If claims 1 were amended to eliminate the second of the two possible readings described 
above, it would overcome the prior art of record, and most likely prior art of non-record. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

4. Claim 1, 3, 11, 13, 18, 19, 21, 22, and 24-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
unpatentable over Dan et al (Dan hereinafter). 
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In reference to claim 1, Dan shows a method of transmitting objects during an ongoing 
packet transfer operation in which packets of content are transferred between a sending device 
and a receiving device, image data in addition to said content [See Fig. 1 for Browser and Web 
Server. See Fig. 21 for image data in addition to said content, or see lines 20-29, column 17 for 
including "banner object", which is a picture in the header] 

wherein said packet transfer is comprised of a plurality [Each unit of information is 
given in a single "packet" or an HTML document] 

the method comprises the step of transmitting the object with the packets associated with 
said packet transfer between the sending device and the receiving device [The server or browser 
transmits "the object"] 

for display on a display associated with the receiving device during said ongoing packet 
transfer, Display is the web browser. See line 41-44, column 9. HTTP protocol allow display 
of downloaded objects prior to the completion of the page transfer, or in other words, during 
packet transfers. See lines 10-35, column 10 for the description of "device." 

wherein the image data is transmitted in one or more headers of one or more of the 
plurality of packets of the ongoing packet transfer, [As discussed above, the image data is 
carried within "header" of the packets. The header is, of course, header of the html document. 
The packets carry the header.] 

In Fig. 21, Dan does not show that the banner is in "addition to said content." 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have web page content, so that the web page header information is sent "in addition" to the 
web page content. 

In reference to claim 3, Dan shows that the objects include a picture or a plurality of 
pictures for transmission the receiving device, [See lines 20-29, column 1 7 for including 
"banner object", which is a picture]. 

Claims 11-13 substantively restate the limitations of claims 1 and 3, but in more general 
terms, and in apparatus form rather than in method form. The reasons for the rejections of 
claims 1 and 3 apply to claims 1 1 and 13. 

Claim 12 substantively restates the limitations of cancelled claim 2, but in more general 
terms. The reasons for the rejection of claim 2 (now cancelled) apply to claim 12. 

In reference to claim 18, Dan does not show the headers include parameters that control 
the display of the image data on a display of the receiving device during the ongoing packet 
transfer. However, Dan shows HTML tags and their use for creating HTML documents. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to insert image and its associated display parameters in the banner (in Fig. 9) using <IMG src= 
"filename" width=y height=y> tag of HTML, so that the displayed image fits in the page that 
displays the image. 
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In reference to claim 19, Dan does not show to claim 1 wherein the image data is 
displayed in lieu of content during said ongoing packet transfer. However, Dan shows HTML 
tags and their use for creating HTML documents. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to insert image and its associated display parameters in the banner (in Fig. 9) using <IMG src= 
"filename" ALT= "content data" > tag of HTML, so that in lieu of text data, the image data is 
displayed. 

Claims 21 and 24-26 substantively restate the limitations of claims 17 (prior to 
cancellation), 1,16, and 17 (prior to cancellation), but in apparatus form rather than in method 
form, respectively. The reasons for the rejections of claims 17 (prior to cancellation), 1,16, and 
17 (prior to cancellation) apply to claims 21 and 24-26, respectively. For the ground of rejection 
of claim 17, see the second Office action. 

Claims 22 and 27 substantively restate the limitations of claim 18, but in apparatus form 
rather than in method form. The reasons for the rejections of claim 18 apply to claims 22 and 27. 

Claim 28 substantively restates the limitations of claim 19, but in apparatus form rather 
than in method form. The reasons for the rejections of claim 19 apply to claim 28. 
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Claim 29 substantively restates (in more broad manner) the limitations of claims 1 5 even 
though limitations are phrased differently and they are addressed to apparatus. The reasons for 
the rejections of claim 1 apply to claim 29. 

Claims 30 and 31 substantively restate the limitations of claims 16, and 17 (now 
cancelled), but in apparatus form rather than in method form, respectively. The reasons for the 
rejections of claims 16 and 17 apply to claims 30 and 31, respectively. 

Claims 32 and 33 substantively restate the limitations of claims 18 and 19, but in 
apparatus form rather than in method form. The reasons for the rejections of claims 18 and 19 
apply to claims 32 and 33. 

5. Claim 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dan in 
view of Hines et al (Hines hereinafter). 

In reference to claim 5, Dan does not show but Hines shows embedding MPEG in HTML 
[See claim 3 of Hines]. Hines meets claim 5's limitations because MPEG format contains fields 
that are stated in claim 5's limitation. The reference document Pali: MPEG Video - C API 
explains MPEG format. 

As Pali: MPEG Video - C API reference shows, MPEG format meets the following 
elements of claim 5: fields for SeriesSize for specifying the size of the picture series [See 
numElements of MpegVideoIndex, in page 4], PictureRefreshTime for specifying the length of 
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time the picture is displayed [See picture_rate of MpegSeqHdr in page 1, which specifies the 
time delay between frames], a PictureSize for specifying the size of the picture [See width and 
height in MpegSeqHdr in page 1], and the picture data [The body of MPEG file contains video 
or "picture data."]. 

In reference to claim 6, Dan does not show but Hines shows embedding MPEG in HTML 
[See claim 3 of Hines]. As Pali: MPEG Video - C API reference shows, MPEG format meets 
the following elements of claim 6: subsequent header for a subsequent picture in the series 
includes a TrasferStatus field for indicating the last picture of the series [See SEQ_END_CODE 
under Start Codes section, page 6], 

6. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dan in view of 
Bell. 

In reference to claim 10, Dan does not show but Bell shows transmissions in accordance 
with the Object Exchange (OBEX) transfer protocol in a short range communication operating 
environment [See lines 27-52, column 2 of Bell.]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine Dan's features with the above feature that Bell shows, because, as stated in lines 29- 
33 of Bell, Bell's invention allows one to "[edited] convey, i.e., receive, transmit, or exchange, 
data objects of different types such as virtual business cards, virtual calendars, virtual notes, or 
any other suitable data objects." 
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7. Claims 4, 7, 14, 15, 20, 23, and 34-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dan in view of Yu et al (Yu hereinafter). 

In reference to claim 4, Dan does not show but Yu shows that individual pictures are 
transmitted for display in succession on the receiving device to be viewed as a mini-clip. See 
lines 10-25 in column 7. Images are transmitted in reduced form. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine Dan's features with the above feature that Yu shows, because, as stated in lines 42-45 
of Yu, Yu's invention "[edited] provides a generic solution to two-way communication mobile 
devise that can effectively interact with a data network, such as the Internet, for images." The 
mechanism allows one to deal with the problem described in lines 56-61, column 1 of Yu. 

In reference to claim 7, Dan does not show but Yu shows the picture in segments is 
performed over multiple Application Parameters headers when the picture is too large to fit into 
a single header. See Fig. 6A and from line 57, column 7 to line 32, column 8 of Yu. First, 
reduced images are sent when the images cannot be displayed in its full resolution. User can 
choose to see each subdivisions of the picture, in a specific number of iterations. 

With respect to claim 14, Dan does not show but Yu shows that sending device is a 
wireless sending device [See item 108, Fig. 1 of Yu]. 
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With respect to claim 15, Dan does not show, but Yu shows that the receiving device is a 
wireless mobile terminal having a graphics capable display [See Fig. 2, Yu. Note that the 
illustrated device is capable of displaying graphics]. 

With respect to claim 20, Yu shows the image data and the content are transmitted 
wirelessly. See lines 10-25 in column 7. Images (and thus content) are transmitted in reduced 
form. See item 108, Fig. 1 ofYu. Data is transmitted wirelessly. 

Claims 23 and 34 substantively restate the limitations of claim 20, but in apparatus form 
rather than in method form. The reasons for the rejections of claim 20 apply to claims 23 and 34. 

Claim 35 contains rephrased versions of claims 24, 26, and 27, in method form. The 
reasons for the rejections of claims 24, 26, and 27 apply to claim 35. 

Claim 36 contains rephrased versions of the limitations of claims 1 1, 24, 26, and 27, in 
apparatus form. The reasons for the rejections of claims 1 1, 24, 26, and 27 apply to claim 35. 

Claim 37 substantively contains the limitations of claim 35, but in apparatus form. The 
reasons of the rejection of claim 35 apply to claim 37. 

Claim 38 is substantively as same as claims 35-37, except that is cites: 
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removing the additional image data from the one or more content packets during the 
ongoing data transfer operation. 

Yu shows that a large image is reduced in size. Thus, the original image is "removed." (it 
is also replaced by the reduced image). Note that the original image may still be viewed in Yu. 

8. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dan in 
view of Yu et al (Yu hereinafter) and further in view of Hines. 

In reference to claims 8 and 9, their limitations have been discussed with respect to 
claims 5 and 6. The statement of obviousness with respect to the claims 5 and 6 are as same as 
those given during the discussion of claims 1, 3-7 and 10-15, in view of the references Dan, 
Hines, and Yu. 
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Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ji-Yong D. Chung whose telephone number is (571) 272-7988. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Ji-Yong D. Chung 
Patent Examiner 
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